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“The focus of this paper.is on the use of language In face-to-face 


7 
» 


interaction and how it Is .affected by those variables that constrain a spéech 


v 
community's choice and use of alternative language ‘varleties.” 
4 ra ® 
“More ‘specifically, the focal interest is on how the varlables that . 


comprise the construct sociahb situation-;Interlocutor, setting, and topic-- 


. o 


influence whether BE or SE is chosen as the language of comiuakestionaad ‘ 


the pe el BE/SE speakers use to elgporete topics of conversation. 


THenEyer Tanguage is used for the Purpose of, interaction, it'is used 
Z ; 
in context. All interaction is produced im a context which is made up “of 


> . . ; 
features relevant to a group's use of language and those relevant to face- 


Yto-face.interactions. Individual speakers are also members of a larger 


societal group. They bring with them to each face-to-face Interaction thelr 
2 


knowledge of communication which I$ based on this full range of contextu4l 


featur Su This study therefore takes the point of view that While there 


. 
we 
w 5 


may exist needs We variables influencing language usé on differing 


levels, these va les operate simul tanedusly and EAN SC ENE! with One 


another’ (Fine, Note 2) and contribute to what is seadicel in the face- to* . 


t 4 
‘ 


Vhs interaction. 
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4 The Issues - 4 y 
Socipi inguPstics, the study of the relation between “ and social 
context, has been concerned with two level sf analysis: (a)! the macro- 


level, stressing the language behavior of entire, speech Smtunl ties; gnd 


(b) the micro~level, stressing the. language behavior of individuals In 


vo 
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face-to-face interaction. (Fishman, 1972). The two levels of inquiry 


' ~7 * . > . bi 


are distinct: because they differ in theoretical purpose, methodological 


procedure, and definition” of the social context (Fishman, 1972; cere 
1974). However , in addition to Cece two discreet levels of inquiry, there 
are sociolinguistic studies that seaviee a middle “ground or link betwee 
thdse studies that are orimartly concerned web macto-structures and, those 


? ¥ 
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a on micro- processes. These studies point up ee. Interrelatedness 


of Societal regularities ‘and linguistic structures. 


‘., 


De macro~level of analysers, originally the os concern of ‘socio- 
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anise inquiry, stressed the speech communt ty, as the valevant ‘so€ial, 


‘ 


context in which language should be examined. Studies in this vein focused 
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on descriptions of the distribution and use of ‘particulan speech varieties. 
Dighossia is a°special instance of how a speech community may distribute. 
‘ 7 : - , . . ; : ‘ 


‘ 


those speech varieties as used for communication. « 
‘ Societies characterized by diglossia use ‘separate languages,, dialects, 
. e ioe % : 
registers, or differentiated language varieties (Ferguson, 1964) to communi- 
”, ; . 


f . 
cate two existing classes of complementary vajues,,attitudes, and behaviors. 
. +f “@ - 
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There are L- (low) related values of intimacy, salidarity, SROMTSne TEs ahd 


informad ity, that are related to the heme and Friendshinlpmains The compl e- 


™~, ' 


¢ 
_. ment of-L-related values are H- (high) related values” which emphas | ze Status. 


differences, .rftual, and formality related to religion, education, and 
" su > 2 , wa ‘ 
government, Language varietleseor codes associated with L-rélated values — . 


ave Bereta by learned first in an informal setting, such as the home, whi te 
Garleties that are H-related are learned later in a more formal setting’ 

« é¢ * : : ; 
such as school, . ‘+ os ~~. : 
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- of the group ‘atk to pach there 
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"munity. 


) thus Specified by the groupi 
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.! Eistunan (1972) advances the notign of diglossia: in his aieeuss lan of: 


social ‘situations’ and domains, with the, former belie rlgsed ¢6,(the micro- 


devel of sociolinguistic inquiry, and the Yatter being Yélated to macro- . 


Seete . 


¢ 


level ne social situation. is comprised of role relationships # ‘ 

Setting, and topic. Role relatiobships are. implicitly recognized and ( 
z : ‘ mm 

accepted sets of mutual rights*and pied ali between members’ of the same. og 


They are revealed via variation in the way memberss., 


_ sociocultural system. 


rok 


The significance of tie setting and tdpic. 


Mos t- appropriate, to “the role pletion ii is.also shown via the language" 
a \ ¥ 
! * 


used ‘be tween the group members. While these three components comprisé the » 


construct ‘of social situation,’ the aggregate of the sarie kinds lo f soerat | | 
situations, appropriate to different’ societal ly necounized functgons, &com- | 
eo se ' ; ; ss ‘ 
«prises ‘the construct of dems the we ly oi language at the level of macro- 
“sdciolinguistios. ~ | 2 
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situations’ aS beting recognized-as the same by each speech network or com- 
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Domain appropriate role pest yonee 
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jps. settings, and‘topics’ are | 


tage ther of those similar social situations, 
‘ 


found to be 


internally congruent with respect to their three SPOponep er: 


a o 


Some relevant aomine/ tek degcribing. language use (In many aulttitnadel 


societies would’ inc Tude banity, eriendanty, reliégion, education, work sphere, 
. of \ A ry : ; ©. 
and government. ‘ 


einva sociologically ertented, study that jl hustrated, the concept of 


diglossia sad bilingual Lsm, Greenfield and Fishman (1968) examined language” —_— 


use in relation to BPEsoms place, ‘and topic ang Pyerto Rican bM Inguals. 


. s 


They found that Spanish was assqclated with values of ec and Intimacy 


* Domains, classify those seemingly different’ ‘sdcial e % 3 
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a , 
and was used ‘in such domains as family, and friendship, mite English was 2 


2 


+3 j ; associated with the values” of status differentiation and was used in such - 
- 
“doy ns as religion, education, and enlployment.. However, these studies and 

‘ : ‘ ? . = F an 


otheés concerned with micro-and macro-structures do not Werlect any systematic 
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attempt, to examine .the constraints governing’ the behavior of the participants 


“ 
on 


_in any one ‘encounter (Gumperz, 1974). Asa result, Gumperz suggested that 


\ 


there isa need for a zie oriented theory of languagey focus ing on ry 


4 


strategiés’ governing a speakags s ful orange of grammatical and sociolinguistic ‘ 
‘\, 


a 
know ledge in the production of messages in context. 


24 


. “ At this microsociol inguistic level of inquiry, Several approaches to 
t > 
examining how language is used in face-to-face interaction have developed, 


« 
4 . y . 
e 


‘including the study of Speech acts, turn-taking strategies, and interpretive 


. > 


strategies. , 
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One strategy <for examining ‘language used fn the context of face-to-face 


. - Interaction comb i wing speech pct analysis, pragmatics, ‘and turn- taking rules 
a has been developed by John Hore (Note 1). With Dore's Ms caton:- conversational 


sequences are described jn ternd Of their arate) Purpose. A\ speaker 


o 


4 who produces an utterance that initiates a Sequence establishes the eons 
of the sequence and gets the floor.'' The utterances that Fol low must be 
relevant to the initial utterance. The analysis developed by Dore includes 


Pa 


(a) segmenting princdples that classify aspects of the conversation, and 


; (b) evaluating principles t © specify the particular walues of. the parameters 
of the eolelre anno: Uttergnces in a speaking turn are segmented Into one 
of: seyen speech act types iter Include requests, responses, acknowledgements, 
sep ietions, "statements, performatives, “a and eonverserional devicet. These . 
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« speech acts ‘are identified on the basis of grammatical form, content, and. 
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Conversational COUCHNGENEY: Thus, for Dore! Ss segmenting purposes: 2 speech 


act is an utterance which often expresses a propositional SEE Neude Or per- . 
1 . . ee 


forms an elocutionary function in a piers tice sya luatices jaciplies 


‘ 


consist of four factors: topic, form, function, ‘and content. Ga. n 
% \ “ * : 4 


Topic, the evaluating principle most important to this study, js 
; : eo ; . 
coded in terms of shifts which fnclude changes, extends, and resumes. 


- 
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Changes are shifts from one topig ‘to another; extends are utterances remain-~ 

ing in the same semantic sphere but shifting to different aspects of that 
| : ; 

sphere; resumes are returns to previous topics in the conversation. Dore has 


observed that requests usual ly introduce new information and therefore i 


— i 
initiate sequences. ; ' 


ry 


The above discussion Of maurb=striictures and micro~structures suggests 

Khel” tne factors which Tauence language iseeand language: choice are context 
specific. ‘There exists a range of social contexts in which language ‘ocours, 
each context -having particular variables that influence lanquag® use. 
add Ciananly Gumperz (1974). argues for a distinction hetwech group-oriented 
studies and speaker~ orkenbed studies fecause. of the theoretical assumptions 

7 a 

‘and methodelog lial abpraaches to be considered. Yet the variables that 


influence language used in one context cannot be isolated from affecting 


"language used in an adjacent context. 


ra : a 
- ‘The particular language commun ity of interest here is the black Eng Hey : 
( . A oe 
standard Peg high {BE/SE) speech network. It.is ainang the many speech # 
communities’ that) have been exam|ned with respect to micro- and mdcro-lewels— - a 


4 . c 
ad c . . oe # on 
of sociolingulstic concern. In keeping with the tradition of group~dériented 


el 
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‘ studies, BE has been characterized and des¢ribed structurally as a coherent 


linguistic system, and ‘has provided the context out: of-whieh-many of the; = 
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¢ 


: , : , : : nf : 
early variability studies grew. These studies of the BE speech communi ty 


+ . 
~ ‘ 
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_ linking whacro- and .micto-level concerns have ‘described how the structural 

~ | Vi ie ° . rs ? 
features of the: language are cormelated with social variables.. 

: . . » . : . + i 
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Moreover, within the framework of the speaker-oriented tradition such 


q 
Cory 


"oe : ear : bes ek 
face-toxface types of ‘interaction as ritual insults, rappin', and signifyin' 


- 


have. been identified and. described. Jhus, the BE/SE speech network has 


provided and continues to provide a context in which,to examine issues j [- 


? 


v 


my” Ns 7 e ie . 
relevant to aroup-ornentsd as well as spesner or tented concerns. ; r, 
\ 


‘ 
. 
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. The ttern of language altesnation between BE and a al' lows one to - 


v 


infer that a diteesieriite situation obtains. * Not sally are linguistic 


variants anes to social cote tea NESTE noze of age, Sex (Abrahams, 1972), 


a 
° e 


and socaigeconomic Status--but it has been’ observed and demonstrated that 
. * ’ ‘ 
linguistic variants correlate with those values that are associated with: 


¢ 


either intimacy or status differentiation (Labov, Cohen, Robins, & Lewls, 


. 


1968; Houston, 1969, DeStefano, 1971: ‘Mitchel lakernan, 1972, Straker, 


e 


1978) . Those situations associated with the values of intimacy, solidarity, 


, ° 


spontaneity, and informal ity, centering around ham ty or friendship relat) ns,. 


4 . 
‘ 


require the use of BE. Those situations associated with status differentia~ 


r . 
’ a 


tion and formal ity, center Ing around unfamiliar interlocutors, require the 


Le 


" use of SE. To. speak SE when ‘the tiorm of appropriateness summons BE is felt 


. 4 


to mark one as unduly proper, unfriendly, distant, and phony To speak BE 


‘ ‘ é 
. 7 ¢ 


when the norm of appropriateness summons SE is felt to mark. the speaker’ as 


. 


4 


ignorant. ~ 
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The BE ‘speech network is one of several subpopulations of: a Paee SE 


“speech Community iat is considered monolingual. The’ BE segment of this 


‘ 


_ spéech- communi ty is ay TRe ren Ciatcd by ‘its use of linguistic variants not 


“used by éther- Subeonul ations (For’ example, mtETEte negation, depute deletion, 

Penre egng Inverted syntax, ete.). Because he sneakers. of the BE” 

ne twor k aiternece one SE, the Barticular linguistic variants shared by to 

BE and SE speakers Ysh), and BE to indicate: changes in social seins 
{ 


it has been suggested that the BE speech network js ‘diglossic (Straker, 1978) -, 


YY 


The issue of diglossia is of ' interest here because the study of the 


. a 


' BE/SE Speen communi ty within is framework further validates the. concept 


‘ » s . 


that 05 (3) variabtes eatiec the” idieeei belies and use of language within 
. a, speech network. Moreover; tHe data of talk elicited to examine the | 
oe 
distribution and use of” lan age also al lowed « ‘a more: recent concern of 
speaker- “oriented studies fo be. einbned--convaree ena strategies. The 
- 


.BE/SE speech network was therefore examined in this study fpr indications 


Pa 


of how contextual vafiables speet#ic to macrosgciol inguistics influence 


e 


/ language used within, the Framework of rosociolinguistics. 


e e 


Mare specifically, it was ‘predicted that those mgrrenles that comprise 


the concernee ‘of social situation--interlocutor, setting, and topic--and $ 
b. . 7 
influence the cho f’ce between ‘SE and BE would influence’ the strategy involved 


4 


‘ dao ; : - s 
in accomp] ishing conversations. * 
- 7 vg ie Method. 


on : : re , ; : : a, 
Subjefts or. a , 


/ ; Welkyneagnet freshmen Seu nts enrolled im the SEEK Program at oe 


a 


College, of the. City University of. New York participated as interlocugdérs 


" respectively yielded two, congruent social situations. a) 


os ' Situational Variables.” 
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in this study. Students in the SEEK Program come’ from..a population: similar . 


e 


4 


BE and SE. These ee like many, of the respondents: in the -Wol fram, 


—— have low sic ioe onomic backgrounds. While meeting other ae 


+ 6, 


pover ty areas, come arom Fan ies with restricted incomes, and. be ‘under, 30. 


‘ % 


years old. theretoce. itis likely that their speech would oxhtbte: a great 


s 
' 


deal of variation between BE and SE features. ne | 
Materials. ate ee os 
Se . ’ . P fay . ’ 


* 
‘ ’ 


_Elght social, situations derived from Fishman | S construct of ° ‘social 


* situation (Fishman, ‘ope ‘Greenfield & Fishman, 1968). provided the social } 


x 
* he hd 


context’ in ) which linguistic variation between SE and BE oul be, examined. 


—* ' Insert Table | about here. 7 f 


2 es - a ia a ii -—° 
J : . . Pegs ae We gia oe Ah. ‘ 
The components that were representative hes Intimacy value cluster 
iv 


. 


' 
included: (a) student as interlocutors; (b) The worst experience hat, 
| have ever experienced or witnessed!! as the topic;’ and (c) the enient 
, po a re 
lounge as, the setting.| This yielded a congruent social situation représen- 


. 


tative. of the intimacy value. The components that-were representative of # 


the Matus iiiecond ae) cluster tne ludeds (a) student &nd instfuctor. 


| Ms 
as intérlgcutorss (b)., eal tae aspirations as the ‘topic; and (c) thé 


9 
a 


f 
Instructor’ S of fice: "as aie setting. This yielded a‘congruent social situ- 
@ 
ation jrescetneaetve of the status differentiation value. Therefore; * the 


hree intifacy valle. conponents and the three status value components 


‘ 4 * 


e 7 * . 
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we — . - ; "Fe, os . . “Situatfonal. Varlables ; F 


ah! 


2 ae . oo ot Me , ie Ws . ; 


SS See ra ee See Se me ee son 


Insert? Table 2 about’ here. 


at scp bp wd thei en eed Sse ks RK 
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< és , a sets . : : 


“ey dn order to ota ‘the independent Wfect of each of the situational. 


“components on Tangtiage variability, six additonal fncongrucat social 


~— situations were generated by combining each status lnberrocdtor, place, end 


fs 
| 

i 

? 


et + topic with each intimate interlocutor, place, and topic. Of these six dddi= 


g 


tional incongruent “peiai situations, three had two congruent intimacy 


, components and were said ‘to. he representative of the intimacy value, andi. F 
& ; F 
three had ‘two congruent ‘status components and were Said to ‘be represefitat ive 
: . 7 ee » 


of the status #ifferenti ation value.” Thus, there were “eight social situa- -: 
: tions, of Fepresenting the intimacy value ‘and four representing the status 


value! OF tthe fou Dur status-related situations, one was congruent nat ares 
. . < d . ; é = 


oo. . Ge pe cei ruc. Of the four intimacy-related situations, one as congruent | 


8 . 
‘ U ° ‘ . “+ es 


- + and three. were incongruent.” : | : 
‘ { z : 
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"Procedures . .. A 4 “4 f. zm 
" . a ay , . . — % 
Se , The participants, were epprceched in the group sett istg oF their repec- 


ae f 


nive classes and asked to volunteer. one half hour of théir free time to . 2 
a . ar, - ¢ ie 


. aake part vin an experiment designed to test ‘long-terth and shor t™term 
- - Fh : hae 
os ‘ meinory ¢ 


= a . ro 
ae ‘ “ : . : 


The 28 higeies ak randomly assigned to elght social situations: such 


1 ~~ 


* tha there ‘were fourxsubjécts per social situation. The subjects were 
& 3 . & 
grouped ‘as, interlocutor pairs with ei ther a $tatus-related or: jntimacy- 


- refated topic: ane ‘InStructed to discuss the topic in the student lounge or 
, 


b 
¢ exper imenter.: $ office for approximately. 30 filnutes.: a Mf 


approximately , 000 words were selected for grammatical analysis. ‘For those 
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All sessions weré -fape recorded witha visible: tape recorder, 


The students were bold that the contents of the tapes would be confi- ° 


dential. , — = 
\ : ry : Z : > ‘ 


‘ ‘ : -Scorin , Se 7 


te -, : i ; x 


" To examine language use as a function of the social situation, each ; 
eri ~ . ecm. > 2 pe ‘ : .. 
half hour of taped conversation was transcribed. From each conversation es 


a PN e8 


with a status/student interlocutor pair, a series “Of utterances totaling. coe 


Pa 


a ° 
conversations ip which there were two student interldcutors, 500 words 


’ 
r) % ye 


per. speaker were Sorcerer The - sentences-were, chosen from .the beginning, + 


t 
a . ‘ ’ e 


‘middte, and end of Bach transeription. Each sentence incl uded in the 1 , 000 ee ee 


- 


Or 500 words was analyzed ie the ‘occurrence not BE, SE, . and shared’ dialect = 


i 


grammatical estieee. Appendix A. defines grammatical usage with respect , 


e 


to BE, St, and Shared dialect’ features. BE’ features were adopted from the as 
Baratz. (1969), Dillard aes Fickett (1970), Labov et al. < (1968), Laboy | Ss 4 a 


(1969), and Scott ee formulattongs SE eaeuves were defined as approxi- 
—_ ” “ Ue . 
mate translations: of ‘BE features, and Shared dialect included grammatical w 


features that are neither. harserertsvicalty. BE nor “SE but for which there 


is no ‘substitution In el ther. variety. Each occurrence of BE; SE, or’ shared: 


o 
. 


> 


. dialect was noted. 4 oe 2 a, S| so ~ mr 


s 
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Insert Table 3.about ‘here... a ss 4 
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_In order to examine ne possible strategies used to Indicate when. topicy : 
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are shifted or. elaborated ‘during discourse, the sentences in the first: ‘nine 


as 4 
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mingtes of é€ach transerigtion were texamined. Each exchange was then umber 
tt Vf . a 4 ry 


Within each exchange gach ¢lause wa$ marked and: feceived 3 designation based: 


e, 


on Dore! s (Note 1) wethod of conversat iogal? analysis (see Appendix B, ‘which 


‘ 
defines the seven categotien ofZonversationa acts). 


e z 
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a 
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The hesules. for the two scorers: were conipared via Kendall's .Rank Correlation 


‘ 


“ 


Coefficient, Rho (0) 3° which indicates the degree of correspondence between 


*, . 


Sthe judanehits ar two rated: 


. . 


‘The sche social. ai tuat tons deFiqed: the iAdependent variable. The 


ry ° 
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|,» ©. RQvs. SD status. . ee os M6, ioe : : 
2 = 
"i . D. RQ vs. SD intimacy >. 1% 20: D. ga 
, . . 
7 Ill. .Effect of situationat Component. MS. . ; 
i topic elaboration atvaredy as * =" 
value cluster ge 2 
. ee ee 2 i Pee ee - es by a 
A. Status Value EE a ar be. 4 a y 
. _ ° — ae yore , “ Pa 


}.  tovs. tl effect of topic es 53 25 haan: 


2 


ae, ! Fs AW éffect of Inter lpcutar,: “is. site " oe = 


: ~ - is 

3 1. Vs, 'V effect Pfesetting © =A a. O43, 
; B. "-Intimécy Value Cluster’ ea oe te oe 
we a ae 


a . 2% vs. aT ‘effect: of” topic © oe elie fe 8 
Bove vs..VIl'e fect ‘of Inter locutor ae. er 
3, V v8. Vid effect of setting » Qi | ie 
* <'.05— | <a %. , 
wh 670) o> ; : 9 
7 HAR p< 01 , y= s & : ; 
: ; e 7 . ’ a Pe ie . a. 4 ; ag e . ; YY a . 
o., a re Bex - ys 
; ate Oe = a “ : ‘ . ‘ a 4 7 | : y o oH 
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, eg a Situational Varbables 
; ~ e ‘ 
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Appendix A . » ; 
2 Pe . .Part 1: Features of Black English j a, " 
|. Negation — 7 - YY: 
v. 
A. Single - She not singing. 
: She ain't singing. e | 
; a . : ee Lid 
9 She don't sing. - + 
—_ : 
" She don't be singing. 
-) . B. Multiple ms : — ' 
: ‘ ie | PRnw ys » 
“¢ +1. concérd : | ain't never had no trouble with none 
» f of Lem. ., 
& ; : ¢ ° . 
_2. quantifier _  She-ain't in no seventh yrade. 
\ : a ip ’ 4 
3. postposing . - We ain't wr.ite over no street ‘nothing. yp 
4, ‘ preverbal : The Negro doesn't know. about the Negro oe 
. te , 5. 4 - é 
: ‘. and neither does the white man know about 
oe — . es 
‘ a the Negro. ‘ 
$ —— 2 “ae OS 

5. Inversion ’ Can't nobody break up a Fight) , = 

11. Coputa | . — - (. 

\ ‘ a ge . . ‘ 
; "A. Deletion me ‘ © 
als S noun phrase She the first one started us off. . 
ee ig de pred. “4dj He fast in every thing he do. Q 
. . “3. locative You out the gate. -  ¢ 
-. * : : F . a 
- 4. NEG - But everybody not black. 
© §..- V (ing) He Just- feet Itke ‘he gettin' cripple up. 
oe ; | — \ 
,  ,» 6 gon . ‘He gon try to get help. 


7; question Ts ge) ho! he? 
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% ; : ae | . 3 
Part + (continued) - 


Pa 


‘ "8B. Invariant "be! ; 
: jt = & l. be + VERB + Ing — ‘Cause sometimes | be sleeping. . ° 
é. adj. as Beit aeay and shit. . 
3. past participles | They be mixed up ai kinds of ways.” * 
“k, - prep. phrase | ; Stnetins | be with hub. 
‘5S. imperative er Don't be Jiving around: : ’ 
| 6., auxiliary | Fred be comin’. of 
"UN. Verb forms’ «72 be | ot wee 
P * A. Present Tense - ) 
i soreeienk ns Mary go home when she get ready. : 
a B. Past Tense | 
. le ‘preg: jerks 
t. ; 
2. ‘agreement “We was | ; * . 
a . , an a 
‘ 3. past. participle | seen three police. 
_ 4. past Sarfece . In the mean time the fellow had went ‘home. 
| / 5. passive got/was - | got promoted. \ - ' 
: . 6. -been + VERB. bef wash the dishes. 
; ' 7. _done + VERB | done wath the dishes ee » 
2 8. beery done + VERB | | been done wash the dishes ; .e 
a 9. done been + VERBS | done been wash the dishes. . | fal 
10. pro. agr. . ‘ Geaae golng. 
C. Future ; 7 . % , . 
: 1. ‘marker. . A 'ma throw it. 


Vi. 


Or 7 
Pronouns 

A. Appositive 
B. Possessive 
C. I/there- 
D. Reflextive 
E. Them/ those 


Possessive. 


A. Noun Juxtaposed John book 
B. pesnaunee Gee IV, B. : 
~ above 
Alternate Syntace Structures ? 
A. If Construction oA asked did he do it. 


Questions 


Go't7have 


‘ 


Modal Modification 


? Do Deletion ( 


? 


° 


- 


| Situational varteples : 


ry 


« Part | (continued) 


‘ e /* 


Marsha, ushe. 
i 


The students put they books’ away. 


. .Iit was some fellas shootin' craps 
oo 


in the street. 


x 


They have them bars. 


tT 


Why you don't know? 


32 


4 


‘ | got me a new tow truck. 


v 


1 got me a tow tfuck. 


7 


They useta could beat you. 


What you want 


me to do? 


’ 


. 
. 


. 


\ 


th 


. a . - « a 
a6 ‘ 
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< 4 ; 
J ™ , Part 2: Features of Standard English 
. ¢ ny 
1. Negatlton , ; ee | 
_ mo, A. Single She Is not singing (now) . -— 
‘  .SHe Is not singing (now or ever). ” 7 
re i -— . She doesn't sing. aod 
; -_ _& 
; She Isn't singing (habitually). 
B. Multiple : - 3 ‘ 7 
: ‘ . |. concord 1 have never had any atyouble with any of them.” 
e .o 2. quantifier - She's-not the seventh grade. 
? "1 : € : 
_ 4 . 3. postposing ~ ' We didn't nything over the street. 
’ 4, preverbal - s The Negro doesn't+ know about the Negro nor 
.. , ‘ does the white man, a { ‘ 
| , a RO" 
5. Inversion - _ Nobody, can break up a fight. 
. id . is * } . - 
: Il. Copula ; eo _ 
% oe ; o ry 4 
"As Deletion — 
1. ___noun phrase She ts the first one who started us off. 
O Seeckes s+ , , a.) ° 
4 “ 2. _¢ predicate adj. He's fast in everything he does. ~ 
’ 3. __locative. ’ You dre put of the-Game. | 
@ 4, _NEG 7 - But everybody Is not black. - 
5. __v(ing) He Just) feels like he Is getting crippled. 
6. gon | » He Ts going to try: to get help. | . 
7. question _ Who fs he? . ~ 
} kK 


~ _— Si tuat ional Variables | oe 


: ; / 
oe 34 7] 
: Part 2 (continwed) _ tg ‘ 
: _B. Invariant "be" | " 
oo : _— be + VERB + ing . Because sometimes when | am sleeping. ; , - 
| °2, adj we Everybody Is happy and shit. —. 7° 
2 ; 3. past participles _ They are’ mixed up In all kinds of a 4 : 
; / 4. prep. phrase Rene cinies I'm with Ruby.. = ee . 
Cc . 5+ imperative — Don't jive ground. rn ; * : “34 te 
. "6, an iary Fred will be coming. f 
Cit. NetbFotas. - a 3 = 
"A. Present Tense * = | i fae 
oe asia al: “agreement Mary goes pone hes she eee read a .4 ; 
a B. Past Tense 7 a . oe ae <2 7 
— 1. Irregular: verbs | % S 7 , _ 4% 
C SQ agreement : "We were. oo ~ 
. \ 3. past participle. | saw three policemen. 
4. past perfect . ‘iwahe mean time the fel low bad gone home . 
5. passive got/was l-was sroneed . 7 a * 
6. beer’ VERB aoe (a while ago) - Fr 
rz done 4 VERB vo washed the dishes (recently) ~ ees ; 
ee . 8. been done + VERB | washed the dishes (finished a dicieaes): 
_ ~  * 9. done-been + VERB | washed the dishes' (recently: finished) . . - ‘ 
; 10. or agr. We were going. * 
‘ ° Lt Future - | a | a 7 .¢ 
. 7 1. marker | _ -t'm going to throw it, . ‘ 
eo 
+ 


‘ ~ . 
, ; ’ ‘ ¢ ; & 
y ; -* Sttuatlonal Variables . ‘is 
7 35 
° Part 2 (continu d) ‘ 
- jg 
/ . 3 ry . 
; | yoo . ‘. es 
IV. Pronouns ’ : — 
A. Appositive ‘ »Marsha. .. 7 - fp 
.° ene : : . e , : ‘ 
. B. | Possessive ‘The’ students put their books away. 
3 = ia . ke : 
C. It/there *-  . «, . there were some fel lows shoot I fg craps 
' ; _ In the street. a »- si eo 
; D. Reflexive. .- , 7” .L have a new tow truck. ‘> 
oe  E.\"Them/those. They have those bars. ‘ 
V. Possessive , : 
A. Nouns Juxtaposed John's book 
“ '  B. Pronouns (see IV, B. : . . 
‘ a ’ ; a above ‘ : = « .. 
. Vi. Alternate Syntactic Structures as ‘ 
ee 
A. Jf: Construction | asked If he did ‘it.. 
B.- Questions _ Why don't you know? . 
MS 4 , , . ®. 
C. Got/have | have a tow. truck. 
os 0. Modal Modification They used to be able to beat you. 
"B72 Do Deletion What do you want me to do? , 
c. wt 
* i] Th “ . 
< *% 
; ° ° ¢ 
t.- 4 ; : ' 
, * ss 7 . : 
r e 
: Lond 
? 35 . ’ | 
» e A a ; me F : 
v,. : : ° 


» 


Part 3: 


», * 


Features of Shared Diabect? ; 


» _Negat fon 


“A. Singte : 


11. Copula 


Atl. Verb Forms” 


: a A. Present Tense 
“1. Agreenient 
B. Past Tense 


l. lrregular verbs 


" 
2. agreement 


10. prog. agr. 


IV. Pronouns . 5 


° 


1. appostive 
2. possessive 


V. Possessive . 


e 


4 


direct translations of BE-into 


: x 
speakers use: 


- He drove. He went. | ‘came. 


VI. “Alternate: Syntactic Structures _ 


a 


Situational Var lables . 
. 36 _ 
. ' 


ae ~ 


It wasn't bothering me... ~ 


It won't stop bleeding. _ a = . . ties 


XN « 


é 


1, you, we or they«go home. 
. . ow 


s 


1, he was, . ‘ 


¥ 


ir od 


|, he was going. 


My, your, his, her, our 


. P So 


2 


These features have been designated as Shared dialect. They are not 


SE, but features that’ both BE and SE 


af 


, Codes, Definitions, and Examples of Conversational Acts 


= 7 Situational Variables 

rr . J 

: oon 
Appendix B . = 


Conversatlonal Acts: 


7 \ 


¢ 


_ RORQ 


_RSYN: 


"John's 


CODES, DEFINITIONS AND EXAMPLES OF CONVERSATIONAL ACTS 


REQUESTS solicit information, actlon or acknowl edgemént 


* Yes-No Ques tions. seek .true-false judgments about 


propositions: "Is this an apple?! 


Why-Ques tions seek ¥pecific factual information (Include ) 


‘either- -or “ane Fill-tn-the- ~blank dueselon forms): 


sahara: John?!" : 4 
Clarification Questions seek clarification of the content 


of a prior utterance: . "What did you say?!! 


Action ao solicit a listener to perform (or cease to) 
an agen ee “give me some julce!!"’ 


Permission Requésts solicit a ligtener to Sone permission 


to the spbaker to perform an act: ''May | gor 


"Rhetorical Ques tions seek an acknowledgement . From a IIs tener 


to alow the speaker to continue: "You know’ what | did?! . 


ad 
4 


: . 
eae be om oe ee om re oe ow om ot om oe Oe am an Om om me Om ow an on Oe ow me on Ow en en Oe OO en On een an A en AD ED On Oe Ow oe me wn ee a on 


_ RESPONSES provide information directly complementing 


prior requests. 


Yes-No Answers supply true~ false Jusgniens> of propositions: 


"IN. in 


°? 


“supply the solicited factual. Information: 


oy 


. Situational Variables 
: 38 


ig rd 


¢ 


RSCL Clarifications supply the relevant repetition: — 


"Il said no." + 4 cote 
- : : ; a . 7 
‘RSCO _ Compliances verbally express acceptance, denial, or 
acknowledgement of a‘prior Action or Permission Request: 


"Okay, “I'1l do it." ; 
aad 


Qualifications supply non-canonical. Information ine 


relation to the soliciting question: "But | wasn't 


-the one who did it.!': 


n 


Repetitions repeat parts of prior utterances. 


o 
ee ee ee ee a oe om oe ona | —— em ee ow Oe oe oe OD am om oe Ort FD ae OD am OF GD Ow Os om ane OD aw Oe OD OF ut OD oe OD oe on 
\ * * 
° 


\ 
_DESCRIPTIONS express observable (or venifiable) fact, 


past or\present. ~ ‘ 


“.. ? 


; ‘ ‘ ‘y 
Identifications label objects, events, etc.: ''That's 


? 


a house." 


4 


‘Events describ ‘acts, events, Processes, etc.: "I'm. 
making pizza." eee ee = Rs = 
Properties describe traits or conditions of objects, events, 


etc.:: "That's ‘a red hou e. : a, 


*. 


ERIC. 


JA Fuirtoxt Provided by ERIC 


LV 


4 


. 


STIR 


STAT. 


STEX. 


-ACAC 


“x. ACAP 


La 


Rules express rules, procedures, definitions, facts, 


S39 


.”- ''You have ‘to share+your things with others." | 


. Evaluations express wtti tudes 


‘ 


“that's nice.i 


“events, etc.: 


oy 


"to perform future acts). 


* 


i q ike to‘play.!! 


* 


é 


dnternal Reports. express emotiofs, ne 


,. judgments, etc:: 
+ . , 


° 


Situational Vartabtes- 


\. 


etc.: 


ions, mental. 
4 


« 


¢ 


.(also include Tntents 


x 


e 


; Aveributions report beliefs aii another: S internal state: 
a 


"He doesn' : now the answer .'! 


‘ 


a 


Exp Langt fons express reasons, ‘causes, and predictions: 


he will faly." 


’ 


” 
ns i i Sa Saws eww ewe Queen ew Oe we we ow we we ee wh we ow ow 


ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS recognize and evaluate. responses and 


non~requestives. . 
1 : . : 


Yes, a "Oh. th 


. 


N 


- 


ST we ww em 


© 


aN 


aa 


eer 


. ” G , a ’ 7 . / 
Acceptances neutrally recognize answers or non-requesti-ves: 


Approval s/Agreenents oer recognize answers, etc.: 


NRight," tt "Was, Bi 


® 


° 


oS 


Disapprovals/DIsagreements negatively evaluate answers or 


hon-reques tives: 
¢ i e 


“'No,'' "Wrong,'' ''l disagree." 


f 


, Returns acknowl edge rhetorical. question’ and some non- ~ 


q~ 


requestives, returning-the ''fipor''.to the speaker: 


"What,!' "Really." 


“8 


‘ 


ad 


‘ . : 
ass ee weO wae ww we ew ZT BeBe OMe ewe om oon ~ 


et we OD Oe Ow OR Om CU om om ee ee ome om oe oe oe on da em oe 


Ls 


. 


+) 


~ 


Was mel #4, 
ee 
. a *) ye “-$htlatlonal Variables ° + eo 
me a ; = i ° | : f x ~ , : 7 7 ‘ . “s ’ 7 " ho , : ° . ‘ 
~ as, ‘ \" y cot ™ hie ; 7 = an : , é i. 
Pee me 2 ge. a he a a 4 ‘a ij 
me. , ee ORGANI ZATJ ONAL DEVICES regulate contact and es 
‘ . @ . es why - , ’ 
- Fe ODBM , Bolndary Markers indicate. openiings;, closings, and’ othér * 
ea 2 ; s se ' ae ~ so 
‘ ae ‘sight ficant points in the conversation: “Hie "Bye"! a en 
. | ce : gee , } a a 
oe : . 7 —, "8 the way.’ he % ae o a ; 5 4 o os i & % ; 
"ODA alls sol tett? attentions. “Hey, Johns — a ar 
™ ODSS’ ‘Speaker. Seiectians explicitly label spéaker of next turn: “g. Dgee 
: . = Ye, 
. , a a ohn "You." 7 : . * e : a : 
ss woe \ = ; : Noe : i) 
. Ss s 
, « ODPM poieeanseMackecs indicate ostensible pol iteness: a a 
: ! Pig ee : ‘ 
’ oer a ® ‘ 
ATHaRgS : Nea ee ' "nto | ta 72 
' ODAC Accom animents: maintain verbal contact, eyplealty conveying ' . te e 
o ¢ : ue : . a ty 
: , 3 ? inforina tion redundant with respeét’ to context: Ce >) tee. Vv ty. 
: = -. «us ee ee a 
"Here you re," = = ‘ : a - PM 1 a m 
: ; : a, eS 
PFPR . oa 
ot. . nt 
= = behavior: "Stop." e Se a 7 | 
PFJO . Jokes display non- belief toward .a proposition, “ a 
iamoraus effect: "We throwed “the Youp In the, cet ling. ” ‘ 
»  PFCL Claims establish rights By belig ‘sald: "That's mine," _ 
; I'm first. " ; ee: 
: igs - . e c . 
PFWA Warnings alert the listener of ‘impending harm: "Watch out |y 
PFTE Teases annoy taunt, or playfully provoke a listener: 
‘ ; 4 s . 
"You can't do it'! ° a 
meee meee ewe eee oe OEE ee ee re pees ee eee 
; 


’ we fey a * : : . ° - : f es : 
e eS : .'* | Situational Vartables 


va | : — | / : 


“e 


. we . .? e ct = _ one : 
ey 6 a .. P ‘ aa : ar . . 
—_ : '  -MISCELLAYEOUS copes ~=—Ss\:C. 7 a 
; NOAN- No Answers: to questions (after two seconds of: silence). 
me * tba es ; i : = i . p= =S 
. . # UNTP UniAterpretable for unintelligible, Incomplete, -or 
eros - anomalous utteramkes. 7 . 
' é 
.. y e ‘ e . cy 
» : as ; . 
e . : f ee » 
e % - ° 
‘ . \ . » ™ 
a 2 : ( . ° a ? 
9 7 . : . 
& an ‘ 
» = “¢ 
’ . ‘ , it 


a 
‘ e 
q 2 ‘ . 
a . 7s w 2 , 
” 
" ' } 
% 4) 
4 
ee i 
Li ae ~~. 
ae ; 
. ’ 
ye ' 
’ 1 oF 
4 cas 
° 
i 4 ‘ : 
5 r 
7. . 
* a Tee” 
’ ‘ 
‘ A ‘ 
NSO ig re noe 
* ee a- 
‘ a] ‘ 
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